Introduction
The myth of the welfare queen lives on and hard. In a 1976 speech Ronald Reagan referred to a woman in Chicago on public assistance: "She has eighty names, thirty addresses, twelve Social Security cards and is collecting veteran's benefits on four non-existing deceased husbands. And she is collecting Social Security on her cards. She's got Medicaid getting food stamps, and she is collecting welfare under each of her names. Her tax-free cash income is over $150,000" (Blake 2012). This welfare queen was a glaring indictment of all that was wrong with government and of those lazy individuals-mostly women-who were simply squeezing out more and more children in an effort to avoid work and stay on government assistance.
Americans, by the early 1990s, came to think that welfare-especially a program such as Aid For Families with Dependent Children (AFDC)-was so expensive, wasteful, and corrupt that it was the leading cause of the exploding federal budget deficit. But the reality was that AFDC accounted for less than four-tenths of 1% of the federal budget, few real instances in terms of numbers or dollars were found to be fraudulent, and that most recipients had actually worked within the last two years and few of them were on public assistance for more than a couple of years. Moreover, no one could ever locate Reagan's welfare queen. The reason? She did not exist. She was a myth but nonetheless powerful enough of a myth that it provided the poster child to help change the welfare laws in 1996. This image of the welfare queen as a shrewd, calculating, yet lazy individual seemed odd. She was smart enough to follow welfare laws across the country and migrate to the place with the best benefits. Yet she was also unskilled and not motivated enough to look for real work. The welfare queen was a composite of the best and worst in human nature. Today the welfare queen lives on in references to Barack Obama as the "food stamp president," a shorthand indictment attacking him and the potential turning of America into an entitlement society instead of one premised upon hard work (Blake 2012).
The essence of human nature is a perennial topic of discussion among political philosophers, psychologists, and theologians. At its core the question asks whether by nature human are good or evil with the purpose of ascertaining why there is good and bad in the world. Not surprisingly, there is no firm consensus on who we are as humans.
